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S181788 C062809 Third Appellate District LUCAS (DAVID) ON H.C.
S182355 B219011 Second Appellate District, Div. 3 PEOPLE v. S.C. (SHARKEY)
Opinion filed: Judgment affirmed in full
In People v. Superior Court (Sharkey), S182355, we affirm the judgment of the Court of Appeal
directing the superior court to vacate its order dismissing the petition to commit Sharkey as an
SVP, and to set the matter for proceedings pursuant to the SVPA. In Inre David Lucas, S181788,
we affirm the judgment of the Court of Appeal discharging the order to show cause and denying
the habeas corpus petition.
Majority Opinion by Corrigan, J.

-- joined by Cantil-Sakauye, C. J., Baxter, Werdegar, Chin, and Liu, JJ.
Concurring and Dissenting Opinion by Kennard, J.

S192536 H035123 Sixth Appellate District PEOPLE v. ANZALONE
(CHRISTINA MARIE)

Extension of time granted

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file

the reply brief on the merits is extended to March 15, 2012.

S196356 SUM (BRIAN) ON H.C.
Extension of time granted

On application of the Attorney General and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to
serve and file the informal response is extended to April 5, 2012.

S198616 D056361 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 1 IN RE CIPRO CASES | & 11
Application to appear as counsel pro hac vice granted

The application of David E. Everson of the State of Missouri, for admission pro hac vice to appear
on behalf of respondents, Hoechst Marion Roussel, Inc., Watson Pharmaceuticals, Inc., and The
Rugby Group, Inc., is hereby granted. (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 9.40.)
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S198616 D056361 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 1 INRE CIPRO CASES | & 11
Application to appear as counsel pro hac vice granted

The application of Victoria L. Smith of the State of Missouri, for admission pro hac vice to appear
on behalf of respondents, Hoechst Marion Roussel, Inc., Watson Pharmaceuticals, Inc., and The
Rugby Group, Inc., is hereby granted. (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 9.40.)



